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article first, § 7, of state constitution; claim that police were required to obtain
warrant before conducting dog sniff search of pathway outside of defendant’s
motel room; whether defendant demonstrated reasonable expectation of privacy
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Criminal violation of standing criminal protective order; threatening in second

degree; claim that conviction of two counts of criminal violation of standing
criminal protective order violated defendant’s right to be free from double jeopardy;
whether offenses charged in subject counts arose out of same act; whether defen-
dant’s conversation with victim was separable into distinct acts, each punishable
as separate offenses under applicable statute (§ 53a-223a); claim that trial court
erroneously instructed jury as to second count of criminal violation of standing
criminal protective order by providing jury with incorrect definition of ‘‘harassing
conduct,’’ instead of using higher standard set forth in State v. Larsen ( 117 Conn.
App. 202); claim that defendant’s conviction of threatening in second degree
pursuant to statute ([Rev. to 2015] § 53a-62 [a] [3]) should be reversed; whether
statute violated first amendment to United States constitution; claim that true
threats doctrine required that defendant possessed subjective intent to threaten
victim; whether objective standard for true threats doctrine remained valid.
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